INDEX 


ADULT BOOKSTORES. See Stays, 1. 


“ALIMENTARY CANAL” NARCOTICS SMUGGLERS. See Constitu- 
tional Law, V. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. See Federal Arbitration Act. 


ARBITRATION. See Federal Arbitration Act; Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act. 


ARMED FORCES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Federal Tort Claims 
Act; Jurisdiction. 


ARTICLE III COURTS AND JUDGES. See Federal Insecticide, Fun- 
gicide, and Rodenticide Act. 


ATTORNEY’S FEES. See also Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards 
Act of 1976; Constitutional Law, I, 2; Jurisdiction; Stays, 2. 


Rejection of settlement offer—Attorney’s fees incurred thereafter.— 
Where (1) petitioner police officers made a pretrial offer to settle respond- 
ent’s 42 U.S. C. $1983 action against them for shooting and killing re- 
spondent’s son, (2) offer expressly included accrued costs and attorney’s 
fees, (3) respondent rejected offer and, after trial, was awarded an amount 
that was less than settlement offer, and (4) respondent sought to recover 
attorney’s fees under Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 1976, pe- 
titioners were not liable for attorney’s fees incurred by respondent after 
petitioners’ settlement offer, in view of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 68. 
Marek v. Chesny, p. 1. 


AUTOMOBILE DISTRIBUTORS. See Federal Arbitration Act. 
BOOKSTORES. See Stays, 1. 

“BOOTLEG” PHONORECORDS. See Criminal Law. 
CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


CERTIORARI PETITIONS. See Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations Act, 1. 


CHARITY CAMPAIGNS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


CITY’S PAYMENT OF PAROCHIAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SALA- 
RIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
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CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1871. See Attorney’s Fees; Civil Rights At- 
torney’s Fees Awards Act of 1976. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ATTORNEY’S FEES AWARDS ACT OF 1976. See 
also Attorney’s Fees; Stays, 2. 


Action against state and local officials —State’s liability for attorney’s 
fees.—Act does not allow attorney’s fees to be recovered from a govern- 
mental entity when a plaintiff prevails in a suit against governmental em- 
ployees only in their personal capacities; attorney’s fees could not be 
awarded against Kentucky where (1) respondents, in their action under 42 
U. S. C. § 1983 seeking money damages arising from alleged constitutional 
violations by police, joined and sued State only for attorney’s fees if re- 
spondents eventually prevailed, (2) District Court, relying on Eleventh 
Amendment, dismissed State as a party, and (8) suit (which was ultimately 
settled in respondents’ favor) was litigated against individual state and 
local officials as a personal-capacity, not an official-capacity, action. Ken- 
tucky v. Graham, p. 159. 


COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See National Labor 
Relations Act, 1. 


CONDEMNATION. See Justiciability. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976; Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act; Jurisdiction; Justiciability; Stays, 1. 


I. Due Process. 


1. Prosecutor’s failure to disclose evidence—reversible error.—A pros- 
ecutor’s failure to disclose to a defendant evidence that could be used effec- 
tively to impeach important Government witnesses violates due process, 
but such constitutional error requires reversal of a conviction only if evi- 
dence is material in sense that its suppression might have affected outcome 
of trial. United States v. Bagley, p. 667. 


2. Veterans’ benefits —Attorney’s fees —Limitation of amount. —Fedral 
statutory provision limiting fee that may be paid an attorney or agent who 
represents a veteran seeking benefits from Veterans’ Administration for 
service-connected disability or death to $10 does not violate Due Process 
Clause of Fifth Amendment, or First Amendment rights of appellee veter- 
ans’ organizations, individual veterans, and a veteran’s widow. Walters v. 
National Assn. of Radiation Survivors, p. 305. 


II. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


Zoning—Group home for mentally retarded—Special use permit. —With 
regard to an equal protection challenge of a city zonirfg ordinance requiring 
a special use permit for operation in zoned area of a group home for men- 
tally retarded, mental retardation is not a quasi-suspect classification call- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — Continued. 


ing for a more exacting standard of judicial review than is normally 
accorded economic and social legislation; requiring a permit for operation of 
a proposed group home under ordinance challenged in this case violated 
equal protection principles because ordinance allowed operation of facilities 
such as boarding houses and hospitals without a permit and record did not 
reveal a rational basis for believing that proposed group home would pose 
any special threat to city’s legitimate interests. Cleburne v. Cleburne 
Living Center, Inc., p. 432. 


III. Freedom of Religion. 


1. Parochial school teachers —City’s payment of salaries. —City’s use of 
federal funds, received under Title I program of Elementary and Second- 
ary Education Act of 1965, to pay salaries of public school employees who 
taught in parochial schools—such teachers being assigned by city and su- 
pervised by field personnel who monitored Title I classes—violated Estab- 
lishment Clause of First Amendment. Aguilar v. Felton, p. 402. 


2. School District’s programs —Classes for nonpublic school students. — 
Petitioner School District’s programs that provided classes for nonpublic 
(mostly parochial) school students at public expense in classrooms in and 
leased from nonpublic schools —such classes being taught by public school 
employees and involving voluntary courses or courses that supplemented 
“core curriculum” courses required by State—violated Establishment 
Clause of First Amendment. School Dist. of Grand Rapids v. Ball, p. 373. 


IV. Freedom of Speech. 


Federal charity campaign—Exclusion of legal defense and political ad- 
vocacy organizations. —Where (1) participation in Combined Federal Cam- 
paign (CFC), a charity drive aimed at federal employees, was limited by 
Executive Order to charitable organizations providing direct health and 
welfaré services, and legal defense and political advocacy organizations 
(such as respondents) were specifically excluded, and (2) participating 
organizations were limited to 30-word solicitation statements in CFC lit- 
erature given to federal employees, such solicitation was speech protected 
by First Amendment; however, CFC was a nonpublic forum, and Govern- 
ment’s reasons for excluding respondents from CFC facially satisfied appli- 
cable reasonableness standard. Cornelius v. NAACP Legal Defense & 
Ed. Fund, Inc., p. 788. 


V. Searches and Seizures. 


Detention by customs officials—“Alimentary canal” narcotics smug- 
gler.—Where (1) customs officials detained respondent passenger at air- 
port when they suspected that she was a “balloon swallower” attempting to 
smuggle into country narcotics hidden in her alimentary canal, (2) after in- 
communicado detention for almost 16 hours, officials sought a court order 
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authorizing a rectal examination, (3) during such detention, she accepted 
option of returning to Colombia, but officials could not place her on next 
available flight and she refused to use monitored toilet facilities, and (4) 
pursuant to a court order, a rectal examination at a hospital resulted in ob- 
taining cocaine-filled balloons that had been smuggled in her alimentary 
canal, detention did not violate Fourth Amendment since, under facts 
surrounding respondent and her trip, officials reasonably suspected- that 
she was an “alimentary canal” smuggler. United States v. Montoya de 
Hernandez, p. 531. 


VI. States’ Immunity from Suit. 

Rehabilitation Act of 1973—Discrimination in employment of handi- 
capped persons. —Eleventh Amendment proscribed federal-court action by 
respondent, who was physically handicapped, alleging that petitioner Cali- 
fornia State Hospital’s refusal to hire him violated Rehabilitation Act: of 
1973’s prohibition of discrimination against handicapped persons under any 
program receiving federal financial assistance under Act, there being no 
waiver in California’s Constitution of State’s Eleventh Amendment immu- 
nity from suit in federal court, and Rehabilitation Act not abrogating 
Amendment’s bar against such suits. Atascadero State Hospital v. Scan- 
lon, p. 234. 


“CONTAINERIZATION” OF MARINE CARGO. See National Labor 
Relations Act, 1. 


CONTRACTS FOR HARVESTING TIMBER IN NATIONAL FOR- 
ESTS. See Stays, 4. 


CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF 
FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS. See Federal Arbitration Act. 


CONVICTION AS PREREQUISITE FOR VICTIM’S PRIVATE AC- 
TION AGAINST DEFENDANT. See Racketeer Influenced and 
Corrupt Organizations Act, 2. 


COPYRIGHTS. See Criminal Law. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1; V; Interstate 
Agreement on Detainers; Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Orga- 
nizations Act. 


Interstate transportation of stolen goods—“Bootleg” phonorecords. — 
Title 18 U. S. C. §2814, which proscribes interstate transportation of 
goods known to have been “stolen, converted or taken by fraud,” did not 
reach petitioner’s conduct as to interstate transportation of “bootleg” pho- 
norecords that were manufactured and distributed without consent of 
copyright owners of musical compositions performed on records. Dowling 
v. United States, p. 207. 
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DETAINERS. See Interstate Agreement on Detainers. 


DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Employee Retirement Income Secu- 
rity Act of 1974. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST HANDICAPPED. See Constitutional 
Law, VI. 


DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; Jurisdiction; Justi- 
ciability. 

ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976; Constitutional Law, VI. 


EMINENT DOMAIN. See Justiciability. 


EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974. 


Disability benefits— Processing of claims.—Section 409(a) of Act does 
not provide an express or implied cause of action for extra-contractual 
damages to a beneficiary caused by improper or untimely processing of 
benefit claims; respondent, whose disability benefits under plan governed 
by Act and administered by petitioner had been terminated but were later 
restored with retroactive benefits after an administrative review re- 
quested by respondent, could not maintain an action against petitioner on 
asserted ground that 132 days that petitioner took to process respondent’s 
claim violated plan fiduciary’s obligation to process claims in good faith and 
in a fair and diligent manner. Massachusetts Mut. Life Ins. Co. v. Rus- 
sell, p. 134. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES... See Constitutional Law, VI; Em- 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974; Stays, 5. 

EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, II. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, III. 

EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 

FEDERAL ARBITRATION ACT. 


Automobile distributor agreement —Arbitrability of antitrust claims. — 
Where (1) petitioner, a Japanese corporation that manufactures automo- 
biles, entered into a sales agreement with respondent Puerto Rico corpora- 
tion for distribution of petitioner’s automobiles outside continental United 
States, (2) agreement contained clause providing for arbitration by a Japa- 
nese association of disputes arising under agreement, (3) petitioner filed 
suit in Federal District Court seeking to compel arbitration of disputes that 
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had arisen, and (4) respondent’s counterclaims asserted antitrust causes 
of action, antitrust claims were arbitrable pursuant to Act, even though 
arbitration clause did not mention federal antitrust statutes specified in 
responcent’s counterclaims. Mitsubishi Motors Corp. v. Soler Chrysler- 
Plymouth, Inc., p. 614. 


FEDERAL INSECTICIDE, FUNGICIDE, AND RODENTICIDE ACT. 


First registrant’s research data—Compensation for use by second regis- 
trant—Arbitration.—Act’s provisions (1) authorizing Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency to use research data submitted by first registrant of a prod- 
uct in connection with second registrant’s submission for registration of 
a similar product only if latter offered to compensate first registrant, and 
(2) requiring arbitration if registrants failed to agree on compensation, 
with arbitrator’s decision being subject to judicial review only for fraud, 
misrepresentation, or other misconduct, do not violate Article III of Con- 
stitution as improperly allocating judicial officers’ functions to arbitrators 
and improperly limiting review by an Article III court; Article III claims of 
appellees, firms whose research data were considered in support of other 
registration applications, were sufficiently ripe to establish a case or con- 
troversy. Thomas v. Union Carbide Agricultural Products Co., p. 568. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Attorney’s Fees. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976; Constitutional Law, VI. 


FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT. 


Murder of serviceman by another serviceman—Feres doctrine. —Where 
(1) respondent sued under Act to recover for death of her son, a service- 
man who was kidnaped and murdered by another serviceman (convicted in 
a state court) while son was off duty and away from base, (2) murderer had 
also been previously convicted by a German court of manslaughter while 
assigned to a base in Germany, (3) respondent alleged that son’s death was 
caused by Army’s negligence in not controlling murderer, not warning oth- 
ers about him, and not removing him from active duty, recovery under Act 
was barred by doctrine of Feres v. United States, 340 U. S. 135, which held 
that a soldier may not recover under Act for injuries arising out of activity 
incident to service. United States v. Shearer, p. 52. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Jurisdiction; 
Justiciability. 

FINES IMPOSED BY UNIONS AGAINST MEMBERS. See National 
Labor Relations Act, 2. “ 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; III; IV; Jurisdic- 
tion; Stays, 1. 
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FISHING RIGHTS. See Indians. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; Justi- 
ciability. 


FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V. 
FRAUD. See Criminal Law. 

FREEDOM OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, III. 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


FUNGICIDE REGISTRATION. See Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act. 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. See Stays, 5. 


GROUP HOMES FOR MENTALLY RETARDED. See Constitutional 
Law, II. 


HANDICAPPED PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

HOMES FOR MENTALLY RETARDED. See Constitutional Law, II. 
HOSPITALS’ MEDICARE REIMBURSEMENTS. See Stays, 3. 
HUNTING RIGHTS. See Indians. 


IMMUNITY OF STATES FROM SUIT. See Civil Rights Attorney’s 
Fees Awards Act of 1976; Constitutional Law, VI. 


IMPEACHMENT OF WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 


IMPLIED CAUSES OF ACTION. See Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974. 


INDIANS. 


Hunting and fishing rights — Regulation by State.—In light of terms of a 
1901 Agreement between Federal Government and respondent Tribe, an 
1864 Treaty, and certain other events in Tribe’s history, Tribe’s exclusive 
right to hunt and fish on lands in Oregon reserved to Tribe by 1864 Treaty 
did not survive as a special right to be free of state regulation in lands 
ceded to Federal Government that were outside Tribe’s reservation after 
1901 Agreement. Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife v. Klamath Indian 
Tribe, p. 753. 


INJUNCTIONS. See Jurisdiction. 


INSECTICIDE REGISTRATION. See Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act. 


INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. See Federal Arbitration Act. 
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INTERSTATE AGREEMENT ON DETAINERS. 

Detainer based on probation violation—Applicability of Agreement. — 
Article III of Agreement, establishing a procedure by which a prisoner 
incarcerated in one State may demand speedy disposition of “any un- 
tried indictment, information or complaint” that is basis of a detainer 
lodged against him by another State, does not apply to detainers based on 
probation-violation charges in latter State. Carchman v. Nash, p. 716. 


INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF STOLEN GOODS. See Crim- 
inal Law. 


JURISDICTION. 


Supreme Court—Constitutionality of federal statute—Preliminary in- 
junction. —This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U. S. C. § 1252 of an ap- 
peal from Federal District Court’s nationwide preliminary injunction 
against enforcement of another federal statute’s $10 limitation of fee that 
may be paid an attorney or agent who represents a veteran seeking bene- 
fits from Veterans’ Administration for service-connected disability or 
death, in appellees’ action alleging that fee limitation violated First 
Amendment and Due Process Clause of Fifth Amendment. Walters v. 
National Assn. of Radiation Survivors, p. 305. 


JUSTICIABILITY. See also Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Ro- 
denticide Act. 


Zoning regulations—Prematurity of constitutional claims.—In re- 
spondent landowner’s suit against petitioner Planning Commission—alleg- 
ing that Just Compensation Clause of Fifth Amendment was violated 
where petitioner, in 1973, approved a plat for development of tract in ac- 
cordance with zoning regulations but, in 1979, disapproved further devel- 
opment of tract because of failure to comply with later zoning regulations — 
claim was premature since respondent (1) by failing to seek variances from 
regulations, had not obtained a final decision regarding application of regu- 
lations to its property and (2) had not utilized state procedures for obtain- 
ing just compensation; respondent’s claim also was premature if viewed as 
asserting an exercise of police power violative of Due Process Clause of 
Fourteenth Amendment. Williamson County Regional Planning Comm’n 
v. Hamilton Bank of Johnson City, p. 172. 


LABOR UNIONS. See National Labor Relations Act. 
LEGAL DEFENSE ORGANIZATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S HANDLING OF CARGO CONTAINERS. See 
National Labor Relations Act, 1. 


MARINE CARGO CONTAINERS. See National,Labor Relations Act, 
1. 


MEDICARE. See Stays, 3. 
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MENTALLY RETARDED. See Constitutional Law, II. 


MILITARY FORCES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Federal Tort 
Claims Act; Jurisdiction. 


MURDER OF SERVICEMAN BY ANOTHER SERVICEMAN. See 
Federal Tort Claims Act. 


NATIONAL FORESTS. See Stays, 4. 


NATIONAL LABOP RELATIONS ACT. 


1. Secondary activity—Marine cargo containers—Handling by long- 
shoremen.— Where respondent union collectively bargained for “container” 
rules requiring that certain marine cargo containers be loaded or unloaded 
by longshoremen at pier, National Labor Relations Board erred in holding 
that such rules constituted unlawful secondary activity under §§ 8(b)(4)(B) 
and 8(e) of Act when applied to containers destined either for warehousers 
who traditionally handled cargo for reasons unrelated to marine transpor- 
tation or for truckers who normally handled cargo in pier’s vicinity for rea- 
sons relating to trucking requirements, since rules constituted a lawful 
agreement to preserve work that had been performed by longshoremen be- 
fore “containerization” of cargo. NLRB v. Longshoremen, p. 61. 


2. Strikes—Resignation from union—Fines.— National Labor Relations 
Board did not err in concluding that petitioner unions committed an unfair 
labor practice under § 8(b)(1)(A) of Act by fining members who, contrary to 
petitioner national union’s constitution, resigned from union during a strike 
and returned to work. Pattern Makers v. NLRB, p. 95. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 


OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT. See Stays, 5. 
OREGON. See Indians. 


PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS’ RECEIPT OF PUBLIC AID. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III. 


PHONORECORDS. See Criminal Law. 


POLITICAL ADVOCACY ORGANIZATIONS. See Constitutional 
Law, IV. 


PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS. See Jurisdiction. 


PREMATURITY OF ACTIONS. See Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act; Justiciability. 


PRIVATE CIVIL ACTION BY VICTIM OF CRIME. See Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act. 


PROBATION VIOLATIONS. See Interstate Agreement on Detainers. 
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PRODUCT SAFETY. See Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Ro- 
denticide Act. 


PROSECUTOR’S FAILURE TO DISCLOSE EVIDENCE TO DE- 
FENDANT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 


PUBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Stays, 5. 


RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 
ACT. 


1. Victim’s private civil action—Injury from conduct of an enterprise. — 
In respondents’ private civil action against petitioners under Act, there 
was no merit to argument that respondents’ injury must flow not from 
predicate offenses, specified in Act, but from fact that they were per- 
formed as part of conduct of an enterprise; contention that complaint did 
not adequately allege a violation of Act because respondents had not shown 
that enterprise was “conducted” through a pattern of racketeering activity 
was not considered by this Court since issue was not raised or addressed in 
courts below and was not included in question presented by petition for 
certiorari, as required by this Court’s Rule 21.1(a). American National 
Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago v. Haroco, Inc., p. 606. 


2. Victim’s private civil action—Prior conviction of defendant —Racket- 
eering injury.— Under Act’s provisions that define “racketeering activity” 
as including acts “indictable” under other specific federal criminal provi- 
sions, and that authorize a private civil action by a person injured by anoth- 
er’s violation of Act’s prohibition against participating in an enterprise 
“through a pattern of racketeering activity,” there is no requirement (1) 
that a private action can proceed only against a defendant who has already 
been convicted of a predicate act or of a violation of Act, or (2) that in order 
to maintain a private action plaintiff must establish a “racketeering injury” 
rather than only an injury resulting from predicate acts themselves. 
Sedima, S. P. R. L. v. Imrex Co., p. 479. 


REGISTRATION OF INSECTICIDES, FUNGICIDES, AND RO- 
DENTICIDES. See Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
- cide Act. 


REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, III. 
RESIGNATION FROM UNION. See National Labor Relations Act, 2. 


RETIREMENT PLANS. See Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974. 


RODENTICIDE REGISTRATION. See Federal Insecticide, Fungi- 
cide, and Rodenticide Act. 
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SCHOOL DISTRICTS’ PROGRAMS FOR NONPUBLIC SCHOOL 
STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, V. 
SECONDARY ACTIVITIES. See National Labor Relations Act, 1. 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. See Stays, 4. 

SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. See Stays, 3. 


SERVICEMEN. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Federal Tort Claims 
Act; Jurisdiction. 


SETTLEMENT OFFERS. See Attorney’s Fees. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Federal Arbitration Act. 


SMUGGLING NARCOTICS IN ALIMENTARY CANAL. See Con- 
stitutional Law, V. 


STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976; Constitutional Law, VI. 


STATES’ LIABILITY FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES IN ACTIONS 
AGAINST STATE OFFICIALS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees 
Awards Act of 1976. 


STAYS. 


1. Adult bookstores. — Application to stay county trial court’s permanent 
injunction prohibiting operation of applicants’ adult bookstores in certain 
areas of county is denied. Renaissance Arcade and Bookstore v. Cook 
County (STEVENS, J., in chambers), p. 1322. 


2. Attorney’s fees.—Application to stay, pending certiorari, Court of 
Appeals’ mandate requiring applicants, a city and certain of its current or 
former police officers, to pay, pursuant to 42 U. S. C. § 1988, $245,456.25 
in attorney’s fees to respondents —who had recovered only $33,350 in dam- 
ages in their civil rights action based on police misconduct in breaking up, 
and making arrests at, a private celebration—is granted. Riverside v. Ri- 
vera (REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), p. 1315. 


3. Medicare regulations. — Application to stay, pending appeal to Court 
of Appeals, District Court’s preliminary injunction is granted insofar as 
injunction required Secretary of Health and Human Services to promul- 
gate nationwide regulations providing hospitals with rights to immediate 
review of their individual Medicare reimbursement rates and with en- 
hanced reimbursement for inpatient services; but stay application is denied 
with respect to portion of District Court’s order granting preliminary relief 
to respondent hospital operator, which had filed suit only to challenge 
administrative determination of its own Medicare reimbursement rate and 
to obtain additional reimbursement. Heckler v. Redbud Hospital Dist. 
(REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), p. 1308. 
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4. Vacation of stay—Harvesting timber in national forests. —Secretary 
of Agriculture’s application to vacate Court of Appeals’ stay of issuance of 
its own mandate for 30 days to allow respondents to petition this Court for 
certiorari—Court of Appeals having vacated District Court’s preliminary 
injunction against Secretary’s enforcing his contracts with respondent lum- 
ber company for latter’s harvesting of timber in national forests—is de- 
nied. Block v. North Side Lumber Co. (REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), 
p. 1307. 


5. Vacation of stay—OPM regulations. — Application to vacate Court of 
Appeals’ order directing a stay of effective date of Office of Personnel Man- 
agement’s new regulations—which allow federal agencies to give more 
weight to merit and less weight to seniority in personnel decisions—is 
granted. Office of Personnel Management v. Government Employees 
(BURGER, C. J., in chambers), p. 1301. 


STOLEN GOODS. See Criminal Law. 
STRIKES. See National Labor Relations Act, 2. 


SUPREME COURT. See also Jurisdiction. 


1. Appointment of L. Ralph Mecham as Director of Administrative Of- 
fice of United States Courts, p. 921. 


2. Retirement of Alexander L. Stevas as Clerk, p. Vv. 
3. Term statistics, p. 1324. 


SUPREME COURT RULES. See Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations Act, 1. 


TAKING OF PROPERTY FOR PUBLIC USE. See Justiciability. 
TIMBER IN NATIONAL FORESTS. See Stays, 4. 
UNIONS. See National Labor Relations Act. 


UNITED STATES’ LIABILITY FOR SERVICEMAN’S INJURY OR 
DEATH. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Federal Tort Claims Act; 
Jurisdiction. 


VACATION OF STAYS. See Stays, 4, 5. 
VETERANS’ BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Jurisdiction. 


VICTIM OF CRIME’S PRIVATE CIVIL ACTION. See Racketeer In- 
fluenced and Corrupt Organizations Act. 


VIOLATIONS OF PROBATION. See Interstate Agreement on 
Detainers. 


WAIVER OF STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Constitutional 
Law, VI. 
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WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1. 
WORDS AND PHRASES. 


“Stolen, converted or taken by fraud.” 18U.S. C. §2314. Dowling v. 
United States, p. 207. 


ZONING REGULATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; Justiciability. 
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